3ecauso Id do boliovo you aro honest and do not bclicvo that you would s ay 
anythung merely for its effect I'n using the first fairly free moment to address 
what I believo is uour over-reaction in your 10/24. You say you react with 
"considerable hj^dliation'' to ay comments on your autopsy chapter. Wrong reaction. 

No reason for any degree of humiliation. Please reconsider your position and role 
before you cripple yourself intellectually and emotionally. 

If most of the press cohering HSCA's hearings were taken in by it and by Humes, 
and to the best of my recollection, none compared ^umes with Bunas, T*hy should you 
feel at all humiliated? No reason at all. So don't. 

Rather lot it be the beginning of realization of the magnitude of the problem 
you face. And with that accept my assurances that I am confident I can catch all 
these lands of things for you. 

If I didn't tell you before, please belidve me when I say that because there 
never was any real investigation of the crime itself there are and inevitably there 
will h; these kinds of traps. 

2dor both Blakey and Sprague the beginning was preconceptions. Blakcy used tlic 
committee for a outdown of all critics. Ratjer, all but one. He ignored me as 
close to totally as ho could. Ho never mentioned my name or any of my books. He'd had 
all of that kind of fighting he wanted and each time I did him in. The putdown of 
putdowns was to have been the police-broadcast tape. When it backefired it became 
their escape from abnkruptcy. 

So, you are going to face these kinds of problems. Can't be helped. But they 
can be corrected. 

I suggest again that it might bo a good Mea if we could discuss some of them 
before you write, but if not. I’ll go over ifhat you write. 

For you on the adrenals. I'll see if I can find what Nichols published and if 1 
do. I'll send it. I'm 3urc Bud has it. It i3 pertinent as an evaluation of the 
performance o. the autopsy pathologists but it is not a factor in the crime, remember. 
And after 1,000 days it is dear that JFK’s capability a were not influenced. 

Unclosed is a second copy of his article. Keep It. But please return the two 
newspaper stori s, hldir.’es and NxPosi. 

You nek for the Deloach memo to Ford. If there is one, without the serial 
number it is a major operation to check the FBI's files because they are not serialised 
chronologically. However, I find a. Deloach memo of that day about Ford.. Paul Hoch sent 
me an extra copy so I enclose it and you can also keeo it. (l don't expect you'll want 
to use many fa csim il e s, but if you do, £ can provide much better copies - if I have 
the file and serial numbers.) I also include a second memo you may also keep. 

Going back to the beginning, you also say you are not reflecting anyone's 
particular view. "It is the way I see it from reading the .internal of WV and HSCA." 

I'll continue with your quote, but first, ask yourself if you arc not reflecting 
points of view - of both - if you do not have the subject-matter knowledge to read 
both very critically. You continue, "If I'n ou t of whack, it 'si my fault." Not 
necessarily. Because they espouse points of view in all they did and the reader 
becomes their victim.... I roaly want to caution you again putting you self down without 
real cause and against lotting this intimidate you because ir can bo so complicated. 

It is a difficult e ought job to condense and simplify it. Why not concentrate on that, 
ask me if you have questions and I'll tell you if I catch so:- ©thing. 

You may be right on the single— bullet and what you w* % !. / or have written, but 
don't worry about it. It will straighten out. On this, by the way, if you want 
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os ay . . pi::, your arc wolco: 
relates, like the curbstone: 
now at the appeals court. 



■ :G » 1 think Jim 2ms negatives that include what I think 
anti simrt corlar. 2 use thorn an tuo npoctro case. 



20 io getting toward suppertine. If I'm not too tired or int errupted by some— 
tiling else I'll road the chapter and if I can '.fill consent on it taorrow. l&less 
223 is in a rush on still another affidavit- Bn* t»m 
got a draft ready for hin to look at. 



pick up the longer affidavit 



•fiorjorrow. 

out I'm ahead of him on that — I've 
2 expect hin tomorrow to go over that and 
I'd mentioned. It is ready for hin. 



^We are both ouphoric today over a victory in the field offi es case, JFK, 
7G-Op2iy 9-420 consolidated. We have as finky a judge as there is when the FBI is 
the defendant and we whipped them solidly on search, based on the earlier affidavits 
that delayed my reading your first chapter (that is, the first you sent). He 
authorised discovery and they are back at the beginning. At least for- now. For 
him, they were set back strongly. 



2hey tried to get one of my strongest affidavits expunged and failed. 

However, the longer they can stall any case of mine the more they like it 
because it forecloses me from writing and they want that, as their records show. 
So in this sense they always win* 



But given the predisposition of this particular judge and the tamper of the 
times, it is quite a victory. For us and for FOIa. 



He also was without comment on soioe of ray rhetoric. I referred to the FBI’s 
F5HA Supervisor Phillips, who also is a special agent, as ssear-^o^Anything Phillips 
in a couple of txxeso afudavitu and then added (lag— At— Kothing. Of course, I proved 
it so overwhelmingly that the judge didn't be, levs a single word he swore to. 

vfe'vs enjoyed the sliest your kids turn out enormously! Lil c huckle d as ab- 
road the last two. They arc great and you must be vary proud! 

If I am delayed on the- otlier chapter, it won't be for long. Meanwhile, I'm 
accumulating quite a stack of prepaid mailers and oaseett/ss. Why not wait until I 
tell you I need more? 



Best 
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